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REMARKS 

The undersigned acknowledges the courteous treatment extended to Mr- Belkin 
during the course of an interview held on Jan. 27, 2005. The following summarizes the 
substance of the case made by Mr. Belkin. 

Claims 1, 5 and 7-9 were rejected as being unpatentable over Padi in view of 

David. 

Claims 2 and 10 were rejected as being unpatentable over Padi in view of David 
and further in view of Zocchi 

Padi has spherical dice with an insert member having an irregular inner surface 
with pockets for a ball to roll around and eventually stabilize the dice when it comes to 
the rest in one of the pockets so that it is clear which number on the outside of the sphere 
is thft "selected' 1 numeral There is no teaching or suggestion that the ball inside the dice 
serves as a braking system. It is only conjecture or speculation that it will act to brake the 
dice. The patentee himself states quite clearly "a selection member such as a ball, then 
upon rolling the sphere, the selection member will randomly fall into one of the selected 
apertures in the internal orientation member which will thereupon cause a given portion 
of the surface of the sphere located 1 80 degrees from the selected aperture to face 
upwardly n (see cot 2 9 lines47-53, underlining added for emphasis). In other words, the 
function of the ball inside the dice is to establish a number directly on top when the dice 
comes to a halt. 

David shows a spherical die with multiple faces on the outside. In Figs. 17-20 ore 
illustrated ballast weights which are designed to drop into cubicles provided on the inside 
of the dice* In this case the purpose of the configuration is to generate "bumps in the 
rolling motion of the ballast weight" (col. 6, lines 47-SO). There is no suggestion or 
teaching of using the ballast weights as a braking system for the dice, and, again it is only 
conjecture or speculation that there is such an effect. It is well understood in patent law 
that any reasonable doubts about teachings should be resolved in favor of the applicant 

The proposed amendment would cancel a number of claims and replace some of 
the canceled claims with a fewer number of new claims depending from claim 5. 

Claim 5 in its present form calls for a braking system (which is missing from the 
art as noted above) comprised of "an effective number of effectively sized particles" 
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(pars, d and e). This means that the particles are of different sizes and irregularly shaped 
as clearly illustrated in Fig. 3. This is the only possible meaning for that expression 
because there is nothing else m the disclosure to which it can possibly relate. So, to meet 
this limitation presumably the Examiner has already searched for this feature. Neither 
reference appears to disclose multi-sized irregularly shaped particles. In any event, from 
the discussion above, it is clear that the art neither teaches or suggests the claimed subject 
matter of claim 5. 

However, to clarify the distinctions over the prior art, it is proposed to amend 
claim 5 to change "an effective number of effectively sized particles" to "multi sized and 
irregularly shaped particles". For the reasons given above, it is believed that the proposed 
change would not raise any new issues. 

The proposed newly added depending claims 13-16 add subject matter which 
clearly would raise new issues, except that they are dependent on a presumably allowable 
claim which docs not raise new issues. Thus these claims would be allowable along with 
claim 5. 

In view of the foregoing, it is urged that this amendment be entered and the 
application passed to issue. 

The Examiner is requested to call the undersigned if further changes are required 
to obtain allowance of the application. 

A favorable action is solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Georg^L Williamson 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 30,903 
Post Office Box 508 
Fairhope, Alabama 36533 
Telephone: (251) 928-3058 
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CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 



I, George L. Williamson, do hereby certify that the foregoing response was 
transmitted by facsimile to the Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria. 
VA 223 1 3-1 450 3 on the date shown below. 

* Date ^ George I.. Williamson 
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